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A MORE ACTIVE BAR
There seems to be a feeling in certain sections of the
state that the enlistment of all licensed attorneys under the
Bar Act has disposed of the need for local organizations,
at least, has so limited the activities of such organizations
as to make them no longer desirable. Hence, we find few
strong county organizations, and only one or two healthy,
vigorous district organization)
It is our firm belief that stronger, more active local
associations will mean a stronger, more active, and much
more influential State Bar Association. There ought to
be at least nineteen county organizations, and the full quota
of six district organizations, not as mere show-shops, "ballyhoo" accessories, trappings on the tail of the State Association kite, but as vigorous, working departments of a
state-wide organization that has, notwithstanding the lack
of these departments, established itself by its achievements,
but is ready for further progress.
Every year sees the presentation to the
members attending the annual meeting of problems that demand the
earnest consideration of all of the members of the Bar.
The freest expression does not always result because of
the limitation of time and the natural modesty of some of
those best able to give expression to their views. The final
result is frequently incomplete discussion, sometimes hasty
action, and occasionally delay.
This being an off year, legislatively speaking, may we
not take note of this situation from time to time, to the end
that the annual meeting of 1930 may find us with a more
thoroughly organized State Bar, whose final action at the
annual meeting discloses the most representative expression
obtainable ?

